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that he has dedicated his life to public 
service. He is a scientist and has 
worked for the defense establishment 
for a while in public service. He, the 
Secretary of Defense, says this bill my 
friend talks about is a bad bill. It 
doesn’t help the military. This funny 
funding that is in this bill is not good. 
The chairman of the Armed Services 
Committee was on the floor this morn-
ing talking about that. 

It is important that we solve the se-
quester problem. It is not good, but we 
cannot, and we should not, fix one part 
of our government and not the other 
part. 

We support the Pentagon. We support 
the troops. Of course we do. But as the 
Secretary of Defense has so implored 
us, don’t do this to the military. To 
have a secure nation involves more 
than the people in the armed services. 
The people in the armed services, while 
their families are at home, want them 
to be protected as they travel to an air-
port. The TSA needs to be funded, the 
FBI needs to be funded, the Drug En-
forcement Administration needs to be 
funded, Homeland Security needs to be 
funded, and in the process, we need to 
fund education properly. We need to 
fund research for health. We need to 
make sure the National Institutes of 
Health are not whacked again with se-
questration the way they were the first 
time. They lost $1.6 billion. They have 
never recovered from that. They have 
never gotten their money back. Do we 
want to give them another sequestra-
tion? Of course we don’t. 

We have until this fiscal year ends in 
the fall to work this out, and that is 
what we should do. We are legislators. 
I agree with the 52 Republicans who 
said we should fix sequestration, but 
this bill only fixes sequestration for 
the Department of Defense. 

Let’s sit down and do what we, as leg-
islators, are supposed to do. Legisla-
tion is the art of compromise. We are 
not going to get everything we want, 
but the Republicans shouldn’t get ev-
erything they want, and we should not 
fund this government by using funny 
money for defense and using the really 
unfunny money on the rest of the gov-
ernment. It is unfair, and above all the 
Republican Party, which used to stand 
for fiscal responsibility, should get fis-
cally responsible and help us work this 
out. 

We are ready and willing at any time 
to sit down and work through this, and 
we need to start that now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, as 
the Democratic leader reminded me, on 
a virtually daily basis for 8 years, the 
majority leader always gets the last 
word. 

Here is the issue, I say to my friends 
on the other side: You just voted for 
the troops. And now you are going to 
vote against them? Are you going to 
vote against the troops right after you 
voted for the troops? That is the funda-
mental question before us in deciding 

whether to go to the Defense appro-
priations measure. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The mi-
nority leader. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I know my 
friend gets the last word, and I am 
looking forward to his last word. How-
ever, the logic of my friend is illogical. 
We stand on our record, and we will 
continue in that fashion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant 
to rule XXII, the Chair lays before the 
Senate the pending cloture motion, 
which the clerk will state. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the mo-
tion to proceed to H.R. 2685, an act making 
appropriations for the Department of De-
fense for the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2016, and for other purposes. 

Mitch McConnell, John Cornyn, James 
Lankford, Roger F. Wicker, John Bar-
rasso, Thom Tillis, Steve Daines, Tom 
Cotton, Kelly Ayotte, Lindsey Graham, 
John McCain, John Thune, Jerry 
Moran, Richard C. Shelby, Daniel 
Coats, Jeff Flake, Rob Portman. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the mandatory quorum 
call has been waived. 

The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on the motion to 
proceed to H.R. 2685, an act making ap-
propriations for the Department of De-
fense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2016, and for other purposes, 
shall be brought to a close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk called the roll. 
Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators 

are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Indiana (Mr. COATS), the Senator 
from South Carolina (Mr. GRAHAM), the 
Senator from Utah (Mr. LEE), and the 
Senator from South Carolina (Mr. 
SCOTT). 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from Missouri (Mrs. MCCAS-
KILL) is necessarily absent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote? 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 50, 
nays 45, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 216 Leg.] 

YEAS—50 

Alexander 
Ayotte 
Barrasso 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Burr 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Cochran 
Collins 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 
Donnelly 

Enzi 
Ernst 
Fischer 
Flake 
Gardner 
Grassley 
Hatch 
Heller 
Hoeven 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Johnson 
Kirk 
Lankford 
McCain 
Moran 
Murkowski 

Paul 
Perdue 
Portman 
Risch 
Roberts 
Rounds 
Rubio 
Sasse 
Sessions 
Shelby 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Toomey 
Vitter 
Wicker 

NAYS—45 

Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Booker 
Boxer 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Coons 
Durbin 
Feinstein 
Franken 
Gillibrand 

Heinrich 
Heitkamp 
Hirono 
Kaine 
King 
Klobuchar 
Leahy 
Manchin 
Markey 
McConnell 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Mikulski 
Murphy 
Murray 

Nelson 
Peters 
Reed 
Reid 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Udall 
Warner 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—5 

Coats 
Graham 

Lee 
McCaskill 

Scott 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote on the motion to invoke cloture 
on the motion to proceed to H.R. 2685, 
the yeas are 50, the nays are 45. 

Three-fifths of the Senators duly cho-
sen and sworn not having voted in the 
affirmative, the motion is rejected. 

The majority leader. 
Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 

enter a motion to reconsider the vote. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The mo-

tion is entered. 
f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate proceed to a period of morning 
business, with Senators permitted to 
speak for up to 10 minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The Senator from Maryland. 
(The remarks of Mr. CARDIN per-

taining to the submission of S. Res. 204 
are printed in today’s RECORD under 
‘‘Submitted Resolutions.’’) 

Mr. CARDIN. I suggest the absence of 
a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CAS-
SIDY). Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

f 

3RD ANNIVERSARY OF DACA 
PROGRAM 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I rise 
today to speak about a constituent of 
mine. Ilse is a 23-year-old graduate of 
the University of Washington who 
works at the Seattle Children’s Hos-
pital and is studying to become a 
nurse. She has faced a lot of challenges 
in her 23 years, not the least of which 
was being diagnosed with cancer when 
she was a teenager, going through 
treatment, and working to put herself 
through college. 

And if the outstanding costs of can-
cer treatment weren’t difficult enough 
for her, Ilse was brought to the United 
States by her mother when she was 6 
months old as an undocumented immi-
grant, which makes navigating our 
health care system even harder. 
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Ilse persevered through her cancer 

treatment. She worked her way 
through high school with an impressive 
list of extracurriculars and went on to 
earn a scholarship that eventually got 
her to the front steps of her dream 
school, the University of Washington. 

When I met Ilse in 2013, she told me 
that after 15 years of waiting for her 
petition to obtain a visa, she lost the 
opportunity to obtain legal residency 
when she turned 21 years old. But 
thanks to the Deferred Action for 
Childhood Arrivals program, or DACA, 
she had a second chance. She said she 
doesn’t know where she would be now 
without that second chance. She told 
me that DACA opened doors that were 
previously closed to her. And thanks to 
the increased certainty DACA brought 
and the amazing work ethic she has, 
Ilse was able to find jobs that helped 
pave her way through school. 

Today she is able to continue to pur-
sue her dream of helping others as a 
nurse and building a life in Washington 
State, her home. 

I am pleased to report that Ilse has 
now been cancer free for over 14 years. 
So while I rise to talk about Ilse, I also 
wish to celebrate DACA. 

Three years ago this week, Ameri-
cans celebrated a historic step forward 
in protecting young, undocumented im-
migrants known as DREAMers, people 
such as Ilse. When DACA was enacted, 
the national dialogue on immigration 
policy forever changed. The adminis-
tration announced that America is not 
a place that will deport someone who 
plays by the rules but through no fault 
of their own is an undocumented immi-
grant, someone who has known no 
other home than the United States, 
someone who is an American in all but 
name. This was a major step toward 
changing the lives of so many immi-
grant families. 

During the past 3 years, more than 
600,000 young immigrants have bene-
fited from deferred action. In my home 
State of Washington, almost 15,000 
DREAMers have been able to receive 
the stability and peace of mind that 
DACA brought. 

Too often in this debate, it is dif-
ficult for some people to understand 
that millions of undocumented families 
in our country are already an impor-
tant part of our community. Immi-
grants—documented or not—work 
hard. They send their children to 
schools throughout this country. They 
pay their taxes, and they help weave 
the fabric of our society. In all but 
name, they are Americans, and Amer-
ica would not be the same without 
them. 

Despite the steps this administration 
has taken, only legislation from Con-
gress can solve the underlying problem 
of a very broken immigration system. 

So I am here today to say I stand 
ready to work with my colleagues on 
both sides of the aisle to achieve that. 
Until Congress truly passes comprehen-
sive immigration reform, I am going to 
continue working each day to help the 

families and businesses—people such as 
Ilse—that are trapped by a broken sys-
tem. 

We must never forget the past and 
the fact that our Nation has long of-
fered generations of immigrants a 
chance to achieve their dreams. Ilse is 
no different. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Alaska. 

f 

NATIONAL DEFENSE 
AUTHORIZATION ACT 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. President, I wish 
to speak today about the National De-
fense Authorization Act, which was 
just passed on the floor after almost 3 
weeks of debate on the Senate floor. 
Today, a very strong bipartisan major-
ity passed this legislation. It is a very 
important bill. 

f 

TRAGEDY IN CHARLESTON, SOUTH 
CAROLINA 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. President, I wish 
to start by offering prayers and 
thoughts—I think of every Member of 
the Senate—to the families of those 
who were killed in last night’s horrific, 
horrific shooting in South Carolina. No 
words can undo the incredible pain 
that they are going through, but I 
think knowing that Members of this 
body and the entire Congress are 
thinking and praying for these families 
is something that I just wish to state 
on the Senate floor before I begin to 
talk about this very important bill. 

f 

NATIONAL DEFENSE 
AUTHORIZATION ACT 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. President, as I 
mentioned, we passed the NDAA this 
afternoon after almost 3 weeks of de-
bate, and I do wish to extend congratu-
lations to the leadership, particularly 
to the chairman of the Senate Armed 
Services Committee, Senator MCCAIN, 
and the ranking member, Senator 
REED, who did such an outstanding job 
of working in a bipartisan fashion on 
this bill. 

In many ways, this bill is about 
something that is so critical to Amer-
ican foreign policy and national secu-
rity interests. What is that? It is credi-
bility, the credibility of the United 
States. In many ways it is the coin of 
the realm in international security— 
how our friends, how our allies, and 
how our adversaries view American 
credibility, particularly in the realm of 
national security, international affairs, 
and foreign policy. They pay close at-
tention to what we are doing on this 
floor, in the White House, and over-
seas—credibility. 

Unfortunately, as many are aware, 
both at home and certainly overseas, 
we are rapidly losing credibility around 
the world. In fact, much of the world is 
puzzled. What is happening to Amer-
ican credibility in terms of foreign pol-

icy? We used to be the shining city on 
the hill, a beacon of strength, a beacon 
of freedom. Countries that wanted to 
do us harm didn’t because they feared 
us. Our allies respected and trusted us. 
But, unfortunately, that is starting to 
change. It is changing. Red lines have 
been crossed with no consequences in 
places such as Syria, Ukraine, Russia, 
and in the Iranian negotiations. Many 
say American credibility has declined. 
Some say American credibility over-
seas is in shambles. Nations that once 
counted on us as friends, as allies, are 
having a harder time trusting the 
United States and in some ways are 
even suspicious of our motives and our 
policies. 

So it is a critical, critical issue. How 
do we, as a country, regain credibility 
in the world. It is something that ev-
erybody in this body and everybody in 
the Federal Government should be fo-
cused on. 

The NDAA bill that we just passed, 
the National Defense Authorization 
Act, is a way to start regaining credi-
bility for our country, and we did that 
this afternoon. A very strong bipar-
tisan majority in the Senate, 71 Sen-
ators, voted to pass this very impor-
tant bill. It is one of the most impor-
tant bills that we are going to vote on 
all year. 

This is an important signal. U.S. for-
eign policy—our national security is 
strongest when we act in a bipartisan 
manner, as we did on the Senate floor 
today, and when the executive and leg-
islative branches are working together 
on foreign policy and national security 
issues. That is what this bill does. 

In many ways, this bill does pretty 
much exactly what the President has 
asked in a whole host of areas regard-
ing the military. For example, it funds 
the Department of Defense at the lev-
els requested by the President. And 
again I congratulate Chairman MCCAIN 
and Ranking Member REED for many of 
the key programs, many of the key re-
forms, and such a powerful bill that got 
through this body. 

This bill also strongly endorses one 
of the President’s signature foreign 
policy issues—the rebalance of our 
military focus to the Asia Pacific. 
There are many provisions in the 
NDAA that support this rebalanced 
strategy. Most Members—Republicans 
and Democrats—of this body are sup-
portive of the President’s rebalance 
strategy. 

There is even a directive in the bill 
from the Congress to the Department 
of Defense and our military leaders 
that states: ‘‘In order to properly im-
plement the U.S. rebalance policy, 
United States forces under operational 
control of the U.S. Pacific Command 
should be increased’’—increased, not 
decreased. That is strong language. 
That is supporting the President’s re-
balance. The Department of Defense 
needs to heed this language from Con-
gress, and of course we will be keeping 
a close eye on whether they do. 
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